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(57) ABSTRACT

When correcting for velocity aberration in satellite imagery, a
closed-form error covariance propagation model can produce
more easily calculable error terms than a corresponding
Monte Carlo analysis. The closed-form error covariance
propagation model is symbolic, rather than numeric. The
symbolic error covariance propagation model relates input
parameters to one another pairwise and in closed form. For a
particular image, the symbolic error covariance propagation
model receives an input measurement value and an input error
value for each input parameter. The symbolic error covari-
ance propagation model operates on the input values to pro-
duce a set of output correction values, which correct for
velocity aberration. The output correction values can be used
to convert apparent coordinate values to corrected coordinate
values. The symbolic error covariance matrix operates on the
input error values to produce a set of output error values,
which identify a reliability of the corrected coordinate values.
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1
CALCULATION OF NUMERIC OUTPUT
ERROR VALUES FOR VELOCITY
ABERRATION CORRECTION OF AN IMAGE

TECHNICAL FIELD

Examples pertain generally to correcting registration
errors in satellite imagery (errors in mapping from a point in
an image to its corresponding point on the earth’s surface),
and more particularly to calculating error terms when correct-
ing for velocity aberration in satellite images.

BACKGROUND

There are several near earth orbiting commercial satellites
that can provide images of structures or targets on the ground.
For applications that rely on these images, it is important to
accurately register the images to respective coordinates on the
ground.

For satellite-generated images of earth-based targets, one
known source of misregistration is referred to as velocity
aberration. Velocity aberration can arise in an optical system
with a sufficiently large velocity relative to the point being
imaged. A typical velocity of a near earth orbiting commer-
cial satellite can be on the order of 7.5 kilometers per second,
with respect to a location on the earth directly beneath the
satellite. This velocity is large enough to produce a registra-
tion error of several detector pixels at the satellite-based cam-
era.

The correction for velocity aberration is generally well-
known. However, it is generally challenging to calculate error
terms associated with the correction. These error terms esti-
mate the confidence level, or reliability, of the velocity aber-
ration correction.

Historically, error calculation for velocity aberration cor-
rection has been treated statistically with a Monte Carlo
analysis. In general, these Monte Carlo analyses can be time-
consuming and computationally expensive. In order to pro-
duce statistically significant results, a Monte Carlo analysis
can require that a large number of simulated cases be executed
and analyzed, which can be difficult or impossible due to the
limitations of computational resources and processing time
requirements. As a result, error estimation for velocity aber-
ration correction can be lacking.

SUMMARY

When correcting for velocity aberration in satellite imag-
ery, a closed-form covariance matrix propagation can pro-
duce more reliable and more easily calculable error terms
than a corresponding matrix generated by a Monte Carlo
analysis. Performing calculations with the closed form cova-
riance matrix can be significantly faster than with a corre-
sponding Monte Carlo analysis, can provide greater immu-
nity to data outliers, and can provide immediate checks for
statistical consistency.

The closed-form covariance matrix propagation is sym-
bolic, rather than numeric. The symbolic covariance matrix
propagation relates the known covariance matrix of the input
parameters to the resulting covariance matrix of the aberra-
tion correction terms in closed form. For a particular image,
one employs the required input parameters to compute the
velocity aberration correction terms at a selected point in the
image. The covariance matrix of the velocity aberration cor-
rection terms is then computed from the required input
parameters, calculated velocity aberration terms, and the
input parameter covariance matrix. The numerical values for
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2

the input parameter covariance matrix are received and the
symbolic formulas are used to calculate the numerical values
for the covariance matrix of the velocity aberration correction
terms.

The input and output error values are numerical values that
indicate a reliability, or confidence level, of a corresponding
numerical coordinate value or correction value. For instance,
for a set of coordinates (%, y, z), the corresponding error
values can be (o,, 0,, 0,). The value of o, represents the
standard deviation of x, while o, denotes the variance of x. In
general, as the error value o, decreases, the confidence in the
reported value of X increases.

This summary is intended to provide an overview of sub-
ject matter of the present patent application. It is not intended
to provide an exclusive or exhaustive explanation of the
invention. The Detailed Description is included to provide
further information about the present patent application.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

In the drawings, which are not necessarily drawn to scale,
like numerals may describe similar components in different
views. Like numerals having different letter suffixes may
represent different instances of similar components. The
drawings illustrate generally, by way of example, but not by
way of limitation, various embodiments discussed in the
present document.

FIG.1is a schematic drawing of an example of a system for
receiving and processing imagery, such as satellite imagery,
in accordance with some embodiments.

FIG. 2 is a flow chart of an example of a method for
calculating numeric output error values for velocity aberra-
tion correction of an image, in accordance with some embodi-
ments.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 is a schematic drawing of an example of a system
100 for receiving and processing imagery, such as satellite
imagery. A satellite 102, such as an IKONOS or another near
earth orbiting commercial satellite, captures an image 104 of
a target 106 on earth 108. The system 100 downloads the
captured image 104, along with associated metadata 110
corresponding to conditions under which the image 104 was
taken.

The metadata 110 includes a set of apparent coordinate
values 112 corresponding to a selected point in the image. The
apparent coordinate values 112 suffer from velocity aberra-
tion. Velocity aberration is generally well-understood in the
fields of astronomy and space-based imaging. Velocity aber-
ration produces a pointing error, so that the image 104 formed
at the sensor on the satellite is translated away from its
expected location. If velocity aberration is left uncorrected,
the image 104 and corresponding location on the target 106
can be misregistered with respect to each other. Velocity
aberration does not degrade the image 104. The system 100
provides a correction for the velocity aberration, and addi-
tionally provides a measure of reliability of the correction.

The metadata 110 also includes plurality of input values
114 for corresponding input parameters 116. The input
parameters 116 are geometric quantities, such as distances
and angular rates that define the satellite sensor’s position and
velocity. The input parameters 116 are defined symbolically
and not numerically. The input values 114 are numeric, with
numerical values that correspond to the input parameters 116.

Each input value 114 includes an input measured value
118, an input mean error 120, and an input error standard
deviation value 122. Each input measured value 118 repre-
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sents a measurement of a corresponding input parameter 116
via onboard satellite instruments; this can be a considered a
best estimate of the value of the input parameter. Each input
mean error 120 represents an inherent bias of the correspond-
ing input measured value 118; if there is no bias, then the
input mean error 120 is zero. Each input error standard devia-
tion value 122 represents a reliability of the best estimate. A
relatively low input error standard deviation value 122
implies a relatively high confidence in the corresponding
input measured value 118, and a relatively high input error
standard deviation value 122 implies a relatively low confi-
dence in the corresponding input measured value 118. In
some examples, at least one mean input error standard devia-
tion value 122 remains invariant for multiple images taken
with a particular telescope in the satellite 102. In some
examples, all the input error standard deviation values 122
remain invariant for multiple images taken with a particular
telescope in the satellite 102.

A symbolic error covariance propagation model 124
receives the input values 114 in the metadata 110. The sym-
bolic error covariance propagation model 124 includes a sym-
bolic covariance matrix that relates the input parameters 116
to one another pairwise and in closed form. The symbolic
covariance matrix can be image-independent, and can be used
for other optical systems having the same configuration of
input parameters 116. The symbolic covariance matrix is
symbolic, not numeric. In some examples, the input param-
eters 116 and the symbolic covariance matrix remain invari-
ant for multiple images taken with a particular telescope in the
satellite 102. The Appendix to this document includes a math-
ematical derivation of an example of a suitable symbolic
covariance matrix.

Velocity aberration correction generates a set of output
correction values 126 from the required input values 114. The
output correction values 126 relate the apparent coordinate
values 112 to a set of corrected coordinate values 128, and can
therefore correct for velocity aberration in the image 104. The
corrected coordinate values 128 can be stored, along with the
image 104, and can be presented to a user as a best estimate of
coordinates within the image 104.

The symbolic error covariance propagation model 124
generates a set of output error values 130 from the input
values 114. The output error values 130 identify a reliability
of the output correction values 126. The output error values
130 can also be stored, along with the image 104, and can be
presented to a user as a measure of reliability of the coordinate
correction.

As an example, a user of the system 100 can download an
image 104 with metadata 110. The system 100 can extract the
suitable input values 114 from the metadata 110. The system
100 can use extracted input values 114 to calculate output
correction values 126 to correct for velocity aberration in the
image 104. The system 100 can apply the output correction
values 124 to a set of apparent coordinate values 112 to
generate a set of corrected coordinate values 128. The system
100 can use the input values 114 to calculate output error
values 130 that estimate a confidence level or reliability of the
corrected coordinate values 128. The system can present to
the user the image 104, the corrected coordinate values 128,
and the output error values 130.

The system 100 can be a computer system that includes
hardware, firmware and software. Examples may also be
implemented as instructions stored on a computer-readable
storage device, which may be read and executed by at least
one processor to perform the operations described herein. A
computer-readable storage device may include any non-tran-
sitory mechanism for storing information in a form readable
by a machine (e.g., a computer). For example, a computer-
readable storage device may include read-only memory
(ROM), random-access memory (RAM), magnetic disk stor-
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age media, optical storage media, flash-memory devices, and
other storage devices and media. In some examples, computer
systems can include one or more processors, optionally con-
nected to a network, and may be configured with instructions
stored on a computer-readable storage device.

The input parameters 116 can include a separation between
a center of mass of a telescope and a vertex of a primary
mirror of the telescope, and include x, y, and z components of:
a geocentric radius vector to a center of mass of the telescope;
a velocity vector to the center of mass of the telescope; a
geocentric radius vector to a target ground point; an angular
rate vector of a body reference frame of the telescope; and a
unit vector along a z-axis of the body reference frame of the
telescope. These input parameters are but one example; other
suitable input parameters 116 can also be used.

FIG. 2 is a flow chart of an example of a method 200 for
calculating numeric output error values for an image. The
image has a corresponding set of output correction values that
correct for velocity aberration. The method 200 can be
executed by system 100 of FIG. 1, or by another suitable
system.

At 202, method 200 receives metadata corresponding to
conditions under which an image was taken. The metadata
includes a plurality of input values for corresponding input
parameters. Hach input value includes an input measured
value, an input mean error, and an input error standard devia-
tion value. At 204, method 200 provides the plurality of input
values to a symbolic error covariance propagation model. The
symbolic error covariance propagation model includes a sym-
bolic covariance matrix that relates the plurality of input
parameters to one another pairwise and in closed form. At
206, method 200 generates a set of output error values from
the symbolic error covariance propagation model and the
plurality of input values. The set of output error values iden-
tifies a reliability of the set of output correction values.

The remainder of the Detailed Description is an Appendix
that includes a mathematical derivation of an example of a
symbolic error covariance propagation model that is suitable
for use in the system 100 of FIG. 1. The derived symbolic
error covariance propagation model uses the input parameters
116, as noted above.

APPENDIX

Beginning with the well-known Lorentz transformations
from special relativity, one can relativistically formulate a
true line of sight correction process, then use a first-order
differential approximation to construct a covariance propa-
gation model of the aberration correction process. The first-
order differential approximation acknowledges that relative
velocities between reference frames are significantly less
than the speed of light, which is the case for near earth
orbiting commercial satellites.

There are sixteen input parameters employed in the calcu-
lation of the corrected line-of-sight. Each input parameter has
an input measured value (X), an input mean error value (lLy),
and an input error term (Oy).

The sixteen input error terms are defined symbolically as
follows. Quantities Ax,_,,, Ay,,,, AZ.,, are three random error

cms

components of a geocentric radius vector R ~,,to a telescope
center of mass. Quantities Av, ., Av .. Av,_ are three ran-

cm? yem?

dom error components of a velocity vector R ., to the tele-
scope center of mass. Quantities Ax,, Ay,, Az, are three

random error components of a geocentric radius vector R ,to
a target ground point. Quantity Ad, is a random error com-
ponent of a distance from a center of mass to the vertex of'the
telescope’s primary mirror. Quantities Aw,,, Aw,,, Aw,, are
three random error components of an angular rate vector @ g
of the telescope’s body reference frame. Quantities Az,
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Az,,, Az, are three random error components of a unit vector
75 along a Z axis of the telescope’s body frame. In some
examples, one or more of the sixteen input error terms can be
omitted.
Quantity AQ';,.; is an error vector for corrected (true) line- 5

of-sight components:

AXirye
Al = Aym] 10
AZtre
Quantity H,, | ¢ is a matrix of partial derivations of the three
components of the error vector AJ';,,, with respect to the 15
sixteen input error terms:
04, 9qx 94 I 94,
xn  OYom  OZam  OViw 0
i _ dq, 94, 0dq, 04| aq,
T Txon Bveon Bz Bveen T T
dq, dq, dq, 94, g,
%an  O¥om OZon OView ~ OZm
25
Quantity AW , 4., is an input error vector, formed from the
sixteen input error terms:
30
AX gy
AYen
Azom
Avion
AVyom 35
Avzem
Ax,
= Ay,
A¥j6x1 =
Az, 40
Ady
Aw,y
Awyb
A
“ 45
Az
Az
Az
. . N . 50
A first-order differential approximation can linearly relate
the quantities Ad's,;, Ha,p e and AW ., to one other:
Aq”?:xl:HleGA\l‘ 16x1
Applying an expectation operator leads to: 33
<A‘?’3x1> :H3><15< A\l‘lsxl>> M
Quantity P, . is a covariance P, ;. of resulting errors in the
calculated line-of-sight components, and can be calculated 60
by:
Pa=t(ag={aghag={ag) 1)
Pa~il @AY (AP HAWY{AW) 1) BT -

Pp~HP g BT, @

6

where P isa 16-by-16 covariance matrix of input param-
eter errors. Equations (1) and (2) form a covariance propaga-
tion model. The covariance propagation model relates the
means and covariance of the random measurement errors in
the parameters input into the aberration correction process to
the means and covariance of the components of the corrected
true line of sight.

The preceding is but one example of a symbolic error
covariance propagation model; other suitable symbolic error
covariance propagation models can also be used.

The indicated partial derivatives that constitute the matrix
H,,, s are now evaluated in detail. The first step is to give
detailed expressions for q',, q',, q'.:

c_(@aNI-F ) o (@D-B). ®
d.= —— -7+ poeed )

1-BG-9) L-BG-9)
,=[(21.am/1—ﬁ2](ﬁ_7)+((21.o>—ﬁ](0_7) @)
Y 1-BG-») 1-p@G-9

G aNT— 59— ®)
;=[(" V1= ](a./z)+((‘1 D ?](9./2)

1-BG-9 1-BG-9

Let & represent any of the sixteen scalar input parameters.
Direct differentiation of equations 3, 4, and 5 yields:

PR i = T
5% = o)

Al e PR

. 00 _ 9B

BN TN e

00 S o[ 50 o )

o+ (L2252

P =
5 ~ 1-B@9

@-3)+ ({qli);/'(;T“Z?AA) ﬁ[(a§'9]+(@'§_;]ﬂ

(a.}')+[(q ”)\/1_—]
1-B@G-%
04 ) (. 90| 2F
(g etttz ec], .

(1((?;()@_-5; [%A'A) ﬁ{( o¢ ] (EI'Z_;]H(G'})+

(1(62)(;6)][(3_; ’H
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-continued
o B e
% 1-B@G-»
o[ A5t ]
(a-k)+ [(q u)\/l——]
1-pG-9
8y N (. 90)] 98
(o G ],

g-"-p) 0B, . g 3. (~ 9N\ 2
1=AG 7 [ﬁ(q i ﬁ{(af'v]Jr(q'Zc]H(v'k)Jr

[l
1-pg-»/\o¢

=

)

The next indicated partial derivatives to be evaluated are:

Direct differentiation yields:

aR ad Eon Y4
{ agM + a;(wBXZB)“'dZ[%XZB +w3xa—;]} [
3B kCM + dz(wg XZB)]
Fr _ .
e e i 20w o x2)
g ag aP P
o _ B¢~ (af e aé—‘]”(" V3
% Ja-aom-a-aom
{’32’ (’32’ P44 BV] +@ A)BV} G-
— | =V+q = D= —-(@G-"
G- q-om 2L 1% T T
3
[G- @)@ - @D
OR ad Eon 87,
B‘A}__ agM B;(MBXZB) dZ[B_§XZB+wBX B;]
%" +

w23 (o o x2)

(ﬁCM +dz(@p XZB))

dRcu
o¢

L
"o

—— (@ ><ZB)+dZ[; X Zp +Wg X

9

|

)
(Rew + dofein x 7))}

[{(—km 0% 20))(~Foon il ng))};]

)
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-continued
3y (12)
&~
ORp  ddz 4 8Zp  ARcm
I TR T Y

\/(ﬁp —dzZp —Rew)-(Rp — dzZp — Rew)

- (ﬁp —dzZp - ﬁCM)

ddy »
ER

4Zp
B Z Bgf

ARcu
3

]-(ﬁp-dzzg -ﬁm)}

dRp

Fr
3
2

[(Rp —dzZp — Rew)- (Rp — dzZp — Rew )|

The remaining partial derivatives to be evaluated are:

ORey ORcy ORp ddy dwy 0Zp

aF 1T AE " 0f 9F T B BE

Given the possible values that the dummy variable § may
assume, only sixteen of the partial derivatives above are non-
zero. These partial derivatives are:

a3

ORoy ORey ORp dwy  0Zp

O%em  Oveem 0%, By 0Zw

Ry ORey ORp  Odwp 375 . 14
em  Oyem By, By 0Zy Y

ORey ORew ORp 0@  9Zp i (13
Zem  OVim Oz, Jwy 0Zy

ady (16)
ady -

This constitutes all the partial derivatives needed to evaluate
the matrix Hs,, .

What is claimed is:

1. A method for calculating numeric output error values for
an image, the image having a corresponding set of output
correction values, the method comprising:

receiving metadata corresponding to the image, wherein

the image has been captured by a sensor on a satellite, the
metadata including a plurality of input values for corre-
sponding input parameters, the input parameters corre-
sponding to conditions related to the sensor of the satel-
lite at the time the image was captured, each input value
including an input measured value, an input mean error,
and an input error standard deviation value;

providing the plurality of input values to a symbolic error

covariance propagation model, the symbolic error cova-

riance propagation model including a symbolic covari-
ance matrix that relates the plurality of input parameters
to one another pairwise and in closed form; and

generating a set of output error values from the symbolic

error covariance propagation model and the plurality of
input values, the set of output error values identifying a
reliability of the set of output correction values that
correct for velocity aberration which has translated the
image away from an expected location.
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2. The method of claim 1, wherein the input parameters
include a separation between a center of mass of a telescope
and a vertex of a primary mirror of the telescope, and include
X, V, and z components of:

a geocentric radius vector to a center of mass of the tele-

scope;

a velocity vector to the center of mass of the telescope;

a geocentric radius vector to a target ground point;

an angular rate vector of a body reference frame of the

telescope; and

a unit vector along a z-axis of the body reference frame of

the telescope.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein each input measured
value represents a best estimate of a corresponding input
parameter.

4. The method of claim 3, wherein each an input error
standard deviation value represents a reliability of the best
estimate.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein one or more input error
standard deviation values remains invariant for multiple
images taken with a particular telescope.

6. The method of claim 1, further comprising generating
the set of output correction values from the plurality of input
measured values.

7. A system for processing imagery, comprising:

a processor; and

memory, coupled to the processor, for storing an image,

storing metadata corresponding to the image, and stor-
ing a corresponding set of output correction values;
wherein the processor is configured to:
receive the metadata, wherein the image has been captured
by a sensor on a satellite, the metadata including a plu-
rality of input values for corresponding input param-
eters, the input parameters corresponding to conditions
related to the sensor of the satellite at the time the image
was captured, each input value including an input mea-
sured value, an input mean error, and an input error
standard deviation value;
provide the plurality of input values to a symbolic error
covariance propagation model, the symbolic error cova-
riance propagation model including a symbolic covari-
ance matrix that relates the plurality of input parameters
to one another pairwise and in closed form; and

generate a set of output error values from the symbolic
error covariance propagation model and the plurality of
input values, the set of output error values identifying a
reliability of the set of output correction values that
correct for velocity aberration which has translated the
image away from an expected location.

8. The system of claim 7, wherein the input parameters
include a separation between a center of mass of a telescope
and a vertex of a primary mirror of the telescope, and include
X, V, and z components of:

a geocentric radius vector to a center of mass of the tele-

scope;

a velocity vector to the center of mass of the telescope;

a geocentric radius vector to a target ground point;

an angular rate vector of a body reference frame of the

telescope; and

a unit vector along a z-axis of the body reference frame of

the telescope.
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9. The system of claim 7, wherein each input measured
value represents a best estimate of a corresponding input
parameter.
10. The system of claim 9, wherein each input error stan-
dard deviation value represents a reliability of the best esti-
mate.
11. The system of claim 7, wherein one or more input error
standard deviation values remains invariant for multiple
images taken with a particular telescope.
12. The system of claim 7, further comprising generating
the set of output correction values from the plurality of input
measured values.
13. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
storing a program for causing a computer to implement a
method for calculating numeric output error values for an
image, the image having a corresponding set of output cor-
rection values, the method comprising:
receiving metadata corresponding to the image, wherein
the image has been captured by a sensor on a satellite, the
metadata including a plurality of input values for corre-
sponding input parameters, the input parameters corre-
sponding to conditions related to the sensor of the satel-
lite at the time the image was captured, each input value
including an input measured value, an input mean error,
and an input error standard deviation value;
providing the plurality of input values to a symbolic error
covariance propagation model, the symbolic error cova-
riance propagation model including a symbolic covari-
ance matrix that relates the plurality of input parameters
to one another pairwise and in closed form; and

generating a set of output error values from the symbolic
error covariance propagation model and the plurality of
input values, the set of output error values identifying a
reliability of the set of output correction values that
correct for velocity aberration which has translated the
image away from an expected location.

14. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 13,
wherein the input parameters include a separation between a
center of mass of a telescope and a vertex of a primary mirror
of' the telescope, and include x, y, and z components of:

a geocentric radius vector to a center of mass of the tele-

scope;

a velocity vector to the center of mass of the telescope;

a geocentric radius vector to a target ground point;

an angular rate vector of a body reference frame of the

telescope; and

a unit vector along a z-axis of the body reference frame of

the telescope.

15. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 13,
wherein each input measured value represents a best estimate
of a corresponding input parameter.

16. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 15,
wherein each an input error standard deviation value repre-
sents a reliability of the best estimate.

17. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 13,
wherein one or more input error standard deviation values
remains invariant for multiple images taken with a particular
telescope.

18. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 13,
further comprising generating the set of output correction
values from the plurality of input measured values.
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